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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to the applicant's communication filed on 13 November 2008, 
wherein: 

Claims 1-35 are currently pending. 
Claims 1 and 24 are currently amended. 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 13 November 2008 with respect to claims 1,19, and 24 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1 states "each entry including information related to one of a plurality of RFQs"; 
however, it is not clear how the entries are related to the RFQs. 

Claim 1 also states "the RFQs being generated by a plurality of requesters and 
information related to the RFQs being provided to the index, wherein at least one of the plurality 
of requesters is located remote from the index"; however, this does not make sense. 

Claim 1 also states "data store located at one of the plurality of requesters"; again this 
does not make sense. 
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Claim 2 states "identifying the identified RFQ"; this does not make sense. Also, it is 
unclear how the RFQs are identified. 

Claim 7 "automatically" generates a reply; however, the term automatic is ambiguous. 
Automatic could imply either machine or human intervention. 

4. Claims 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 1 states it is a "computer implemented method of soliciting a response" in the 
preamble; however, the response is not claimed in the body of the claims. 

5. Claim 19 recites the limitation "from the requesters". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

7. Claims 1-10 and 19-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because in order for a method 
to be considered a "process" under § 101, a claimed process must either: (1) involve a particular 
machine, or (2) transform underlying subject matter (such as an article or materials). Diamond v. 
Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981); Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalkv. 
Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972). If neither of these requirements is met by the claim, the method 
is not a patent eligible process under § 101 and is non-statutory subject matter. With respect to 
claims 1 and 19, the claim language does not include the required tie or transformation and thus 
is directed to nonstatutory subject matter. Although claims 1 and 19 recite that they are 
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"computer implemented," the Examiner gives little weight to the preamble, as it is not positively 
recited in the claim, which is necessary to tie the machine to the process. 
8. Claims 24-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because they are directed to software, 
per se. The claims are functional descriptive material as they are directed to a system defined 
merely by software or terms synonymous with software, particularly "engine." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Paieniabilhy shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-6, 8-18, 19, and 21-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Han et al. (US 20020052807) in view of Ferguson, Robert, Special Edition 
Using Microsoft SharePoint Portal Server, 02 August 2002 (hereinafter referred to as 
"Ferguson"). 

Referring to claim 1: 

Han teaches a computer implemented method of responding to a request for a supplier 
quotation (RFQ) indicative of terms for delivery of goods or services by the supplier, the method 
comprising: 

Accessing an index having entries, each entry including information related to one of a 
plurality of RFQs, the RFQs being generated by a plurality of requests and information related to 
the RFQs being provided to the index, wherein at least one of the plurality of requesters is 
located remote from the index (paragraphs 93, 104-106); 
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identifying an RFQ for reply, by identifying an entry in the index (paragraphs 98 and 

105); 

retrieving the identified RFQ from a data store (paragraph 105); and 
generating a reply to the retrieved RFQ (paragraph 102). 
Han does not teach; however, Ferguson teaches 

retrieving information from a data store located at one of the plurality of requesters 
located remote from a location of the index (Section I; it is implied in an index that the data may 
be located anywhere, including in the requester's data store). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claims 2 and 25: 

Claim 2 is dependent on claim 1; therefore the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein. 
Claim 25 is dependent on claim 24; therefore the rejection of claim 24 is incorporated herein. 
Hans teaches 

filtering entries in the index of RFQ's based on supplier filter criteria (paragraph 98); and 
identifying the identified RFQ as an RFQ that meets the supplier filter criteria 

(paragraphs 98-99; where "find list" is interpreted as identifying the RFQ). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 

skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
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as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 
Referring to claims 3 and 26: 

Claim 3 is dependent on claim 1; therefore the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein. 
Claim 26 is dependent on claim 24; therefore the rejection of claim 24 is incorporated herein. 
Han teaches 

applying detailed supplier filter criteria to the retrieved RFQ based on a content of the 
retrieved RFQ (paragraph 98). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 4 and 27: 

Claim 4 is dependent on claim 1; therefore the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein. 
Claim 27 is dependent on claim 24; therefore the rejection of claim 24 is incorporated herein. 
Han teaches 

generating a reply to the retrieved RFQ only if it meets the detailed supplier filter criteria 
(paragraph 102). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, 
one skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and 
Ferguson as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving 
time when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 
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Referring to claim 5: 

Claim 5 is dependent on claim 1; therefore the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein. 
Han teaches 

transmitting the reply to the requester that generated the retrieved RFQ (paragraph 102). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claims 6 and 28: 

Claim 6 is dependent on claim 1 ; therefore the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein. 
Claim 28 is dependent on claim 24; therefore the rejection of claim 24 is incorporated herein. 
Han teaches 

generating the reply comprises accessing the content of the retrieved RFQ (paragraphs 
99-102); 

and generating the reply based on the content of the RFQ (paragraphs 99-102). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 8: 

Claim 8 is dependent on claim 1; therefore the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein. 
Han teaches 
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accessing the index over a global computer network (paragraph 17). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 9: 

Claim 9 is dependent on claim 1; therefore the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein. 
Han teaches 

retrieving the identified RFQ from the data store at the requester over a global computer 
network (paragraphs 104-108; where it is implied that the RFQ is stored on the web server, 
which uses index server technology). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 10: 

Claim 10 is dependent on claim 1; therefore the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated 

herein. 

Han teaches 

prior to accessing the index, the supplier register and download a reply engine, which 
accesses the index (paragraphs 98-99; where it is implied that a "community participant" 
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registers to become a community participant and where it is inherent in using the "RFQ find web 
page" that the information be downloaded). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 11: 

Han teaches a computer implemented method of soliciting a response to a RFQ, the RFQ 
being generated by a requester and including job information indicative of terms for delivery of 
goods or services from a supplier to the requester, the method comprising: 

entering the job information into a predetermined RFQ template (paragraph 93; where 
"using the RFQ create/edit web page" is interpreted as an RFQ template); and 

sending indexing information for computer implemented indexing of data at a remote 
index (paragraph 106; "system updates itself when changes are made"). 

Han does not teach; however, Ferguson teaches 

saving the RFQ template at a predetermined location in a data store local to the requester, 
such that the RFQ template is exposed for downloading to a supplier for generation of a reply 
(Section I; where an index allows for saving a data file at any location). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 
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Referring to claim 12: 

Claim 12 is dependent on claim 11; therefore the rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated 

herein. 

Han teaches 

prior to entering the job information, providing supplier registration information to a 
registration component (paragraphs 98-99; where it is implied that a "community participant" 
registers to become a community participant). 

downloading an RFQ generation engine, the RFQ generation engine sending the indexing 
information (paragraphs 93-94 and 106; where it is inherent in using the "RFQ create/edit web 
page" that the information be downloaded). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claims 13 and 30: 

Claim 13 is dependent on claim 11; therefore the rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated 
herein. Claim 30 is dependent on claim 29; therefore the rejection of claim 29 is incorporated 
herein. 

Han teaches 

Entering requester filter criteria indicative of suppliers authorized to reply to the RFQ 
template (paragraph 94; "participant defines which suppliers are to receive the new RFQ 
packet"). 
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Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claims 14 and 31: 

Claim 14 is dependent on claim 1 1; therefore the rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated 
herein. Claim 31 is dependent on claim 29; therefore the rejection of claim 29 is incorporated 
herein. 

Han teaches 

Sending requester filter criteria indicative of suppliers authorized to reply to the RFQ 
template paragraph 94; "participant defines which suppliers are to receive the new RFQ packet"). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claims 15 and 32: 

Claim 15 is dependent on claim 11; therefore the rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated 
herein. Claim 32 is dependent on claim 29; therefore the rejection of claim 29 is incorporated 
herein. 

Han teaches 

receiving a reply to the RFQ template from a supplier (paragraph 96). 
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Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 19: 

Han teaches a computer implemented method of indexing requests for supplier 
quotations, each of which are generated by a requester and include job information indicative of 
terms of delivery of goods or services from a supplier to the requester, the method comprising: 

receiving indexing information from the requesters, the indexing information being 
indicative of the RFQ's (paragraph 106); and 

entering an entry for each RFQ in an index based on the index information, the entry 
being indicative of a category of a corresponding RFQ, the index being exposed to access by 
suppliers (paragraphs 98 and 104-106). 

Han does not teach; however, Ferguson teaches 

location of the data on a data store at the requester (Section I; it is implied in an index 
that the data may be located anywhere, including in the requester's data store). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 20: 
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Claim 20 is dependent on claim 19; therefore the rejection of claim 19 is incorporated 

herein. 

Han teaches 

for each entry in the index, including filter criteria accessible by the suppliers to identify 
RFQs for reply (paragraph 98). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 21: 

Claim 21 is dependent on claim 19; therefore the rejection of claim 19 is incorporated 

herein. 

Han teaches 

wherein receiving the indexing information includes receiving an identifier of a specific 
supplier (paragraphs 94 and 104-106). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 22: 

Claim 22 is dependent on claim 19; therefore the rejection of claim 19 is incorporated 

herein. 
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Han teaches 

the specific supplier be notified when the RFQ identifying the supplier is indexed 
(paragraph 94). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 23: 

Claim 23 is dependent on claim 19; therefore the rejection of claim 19 is incorporated 

herein. 

Han teaches 

the indexing information be received from a remote requester over a network (paragraph 

94). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 24: 

Han teaches a system of responding to a request for a supplier quotation (RFQ) indicative 
of terms for delivery of goods or services by the supplier, the method comprising: 
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An RFQ reply engine configured to access an index of RFQs, identify an RFQ for reply, 
retrieve the identified RFQ from a data store at a requester, and generate a reply to the retrieved 
RFQ (paragraph 98-99, 102, and 104-106). 

Han does not teach; however Ferguson teaches 

the data store being remote from a location of the index (Section I; it is implied in an 
index that the data may be located anywhere, including in the requester's data store). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

Referring to claim 29: 

Han teaches a computer implemented method of soliciting a response to a RFQ, the RFQ 
being generated by a requester and including job information indicative of terms for delivery of 
goods or services from a supplier to the requester, the method comprising: 

entering the job information into a predetermined RFQ template (paragraphs 93-94); and 

sending indexing information for computer implemented indexing of the data at a remote 
index (paragraph 106). 

Han does not teach; however, Ferguson teaches 

saving the RFQ template at a predetermined location in a data store local to the requester, 
such that the RFQ template is exposed for downloading to a supplier for generation of a reply 
(Section I; it is implied in an index that the data may be located anywhere, including in the 
requester's data store). 
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Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han and Ferguson 
as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation of saving time 
when retrieving RFQs that are stored remotely. 

3. Claims 7, 16-18, and 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Han et al. (US 20020052807) in view of Ferguson, Robert, Special Edition Using Microsoft 
SharePoint Portal Server, 02 August 2002 (hereinafter referred to as "Ferguson"), and further in 
view of Heimermann et al. (US 20060919). 
Referring to claim 7: 

Claim 7 is dependent on claim 1 ; therefore the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein. 

Han and Ferguson do not teach; however Heimermann teaches 

automatically generating the reply based on the content of the RFQ (paragraphs 181- 

182). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han, Ferguson, 
and Heimermann as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation 
of providing a more cost effective supplier sourcing system. 

Referring to claims 16 and 33: 

Claim 16 is dependent on claim 11; therefore the rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated 
herein. Claim 33 is dependent on claim 29; therefore the rejection of claim 29 is incorporated 
herein. 

Han and Ferguson do not teach; however Heimermann teaches 
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entering award criteria indicative of criteria considered in awarding a job corresponding 
to the RFQ to a supplier (paragraph 183). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han, Ferguson, 
and Heimermann as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation 
of providing a more cost effective supplier sourcing system. 

Referring to claims 17 and 34: 

Claim 17 is dependent on claim 11; therefore the rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated 
herein. Claim 34 is dependent on claim 29; therefore the rejection of claim 29 is incorporated 
herein. 

Han and Ferguson do not teach; however Heimermann teaches 

evaluating the received reply based on the award criteria (paragraph 1 83); and 

suggesting a winning supplier based on the evaluation of the award criteria (paragraph 

183). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 
skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han, Ferguson, 
and Heimermann as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation 
of providing a more cost effective supplier sourcing system. 

Referring to claims 18 and 35: 

Claim 18 is dependent on claim 11; therefore the rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated 
herein. Claim 35 is dependent on claim 29; therefore the rejection of claim 29 is incorporated 
herein. 
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Han and Ferguson do not teach; however Heimermann teaches 

weighting the award criteria according to a predetermined weight (paragraph 183; the 

system primarily makes awards based on price, but also "factors in" other considerations, which 

necessarily requires assigning a predetermined weight to the considerations). 

Motivation to combine may be gleaned from the prior art contemplated. Therefore, one 

skilled in the art would have found it obvious from the combined teachings of Han, Ferguson, 

and Heimermann as a whole to produce the invention as claimed with a reasonable expectation 

of providing a more cost effective supplier sourcing system. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: Carlton-Foss (US 6647373). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CARRIE A. STRODER whose telephone number is (571)270- 
7119. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. ET. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jan Mooneyham can be reached on (571)272-6805. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 

like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 

information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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